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The New Jersey Educational Assessment Program was 
1972-73 school year to assess high schooj. students^ 

^ . in the basic skill areata of reading and mathematics. The 

\High School Proficiehcy Test (HSPT) will become part of the 
graduation requiremen,t for the ninth grade class of 1985-86. This 
instrument is a 'more Comprehensive basic skills test than the Minimum 
Basic Skills Test that is replacing. It includes a writing section, 
as well as. items assessing higher level thinking skills. This report 
describes the HSPT. The results ol the March 1984 test administration 
'^to all ninth graders (in the Bast Windsor School District are reviewed 
and compared to state and district^ refeifenc^ groups-. Information on 
the population tested and a sample of t{;^e individual student report 
ar« included. The results of this test administration indicated East 
Windsor students were well prepared in« areas such as critical and 
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written workt of others was found to be a skill area requiring ^ 
additional 'instruction. . (DWH) ' , , 
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l?he Comipissloner shall by.di'rectidn'cir with "appro-yal * 
of tihe State Board, when'ever it ils deemed to be 
advisable so to do/ iaqu4re' ajid • Ascertain th-e 
•thorough^iess and efflcl'ency of operation ^ of any of 
the schools of tt\e public school systim of ' the state 
and of any grades therein by such meahs, test^^ and 

seem proper, and he shiall 
report to the state board the results 
inqulr.ies and , such other informatiol 
thereto as the state board may requi 
deem, proper, but nothing *tn ' this 
affect the right^of each district to 
own rules for promotion. 



of ' Siich 
with regard 
■e as he shiall 
lection shall 
>rescribe its 



Background rnfoj;mation ^ 

Jhe program which was iriitiated during the 1972-73 school year 
has annually measured student performance in the basic skill 
a;:eas of reading and mathematics. Th'e program, however, has 
evolved thro.ugh the years into a. new testing program which 
Includes a writing section. The "new tesf* which is entitled 
The High School Proficiency Test" is a .more cojrfprehensive basic 
skills 'test than the Miniujnum Basic Skills test that it is 
replacing. The HSPT includes a writing section as well as 'items 
assessing higher level thinking skills. ' 

The passing of the new HSPT will become part o^f the graduation 
requirement for the ntnth arade class of 1985-86. Until that 
yeat, the Miniujnum Basicv skills Test (MBS) will remain the- 
-graduation test for high scjiool students. Any student who does 
not pass the current MBS tefit is required by law to participate 
in the districf'S Compensatory Educat.fon, program and MUST take 
the test and PASS itrthe following year in order to me6t the 
Bta€e requirement for a high school diploma. If the student 
ag^in fails ^either the math anjd/or reading feections of the test, 
he/she MUST dontinue attempting the test each year until the test 
is passed. A spec^^al review coVmi.tte'e will be'formed under ' 
state guidelines to revi^ew 6ny student who has not passed All of 
the statft test subtests by the. time he/she completes grade 
twelve.. - f V vj, ^ 
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For the purposes of this report, the terms listed below ate 
defined ap follow^* •* . * \ 1 ' \ . 

. ■ ■ ■■ ■ ■ ■ . ^ 

^ItCluster - Clusters are groups of items ^hich measure similar 
• skills such as reading comprehension, pre-a3<gebrar etc. 

' . ■ ■ ■ ; ^ ' " . ' 

2. Cluster average - The percentage of students correctly 
. responding "to eaqh item in the cluster * . , 



3«' County, (CO) -Mercer County 



4. Community Type (CT) - Each school district in the state. is 

classified as one of the following. 'types of coihmunitieSJ 

1. Urban Center (UO- - dens^ely populated with extensive 
development • • , - 

- 2. Urban Suburban* (US)' - near an urban center, but not as 
higjhly (developed with larger^residential areas 
. 4. Suburban (S) - predominantly" single-family resi'dential 
within a short distance of an urban area , 

5, Suburban Rural (SR) - rapidly developing area, bpt still 
tracts of open land available for development 

6. ^. Rural (R) - scattered small communities and isolated 
^ - single-family dwellings * * ' * 

■ 7. Rural Center (RC) - high-density core area • with rural 
^municipalities surrounding 
8. Rural Center RUral (RCR) - small developed core area 

supcounded by rural areas 
9. . Vocational (V) - primary emphasis on vocational training 
♦ under a separate educational jurisdiction 
0. 'Regional District (RD) - an educational jurisdiction 
establisTied t6 seirvice several surrounding communities 

* East Windsor is cla6sifi»€d as a s{irburban-rural district. 

5. District Factor Grouping (DFG) This grouping is based on the 
1980 United States census to obtain a measure of a district's 
socioeconomic status.' Districts are labeled frqm a low of 
(A) to a high of (J)^ . Each district is assigned a FACTOR 

f SC0R51 based on the community mjeans of the following seven 
variables: ^ j . 

• . ' ' -East Windsor Average 

1. EdUcatiortad background age 25+ *, 1 year of|College 

. 2. Occupational status of occupations clerical, craftsmen 

3. 4>er Capita average family ihcome / $25,611 

4. JP9rcent of famili^ejs below to^erty level ' " 3.63% 

5. unemployment - % receiving compensation 9.48% 

6; Population Density per housinq' unit 2^.78 persons \ 

7*. Percent urban population of district 0 
^ \ " •, s ' ■ ■ • 

* East Win^lsor has a DPG rating of, 




6* Item's - Questions used measure each test objective or 
specification. New items are written each year,/ but are 
, based on the same objectives, . . • 

7, Limited English Speaking (LE)/ - A code used to specifiy 

students who Are identj,,fied as having limitjed English 
speaiting <^bility, - . «. 

8, Specjal Education (iSE) A code used ^to speciiy students who 
are classified ap,-^ handicapped* * -<> » . ' . ' 

,9, Specifications - Reffding, writing and math objectives wM^h 
should be mastered by students b^ the time of- testing jSi 
grade nine. The objectsivesv were developed by a cross-section 
of N6w Jerfeey educators and noneducator\s. 

10, student Report - A sheet which contains .^ach student's 
percentage of 'items correct on all 'subtests and responses, 
selected, A copy of the student ^report- is sent to the schgol 
, and to all pa-rents, . * V 

HIGH SCHOOL PROFICI^NCy TEST 

The 1983-84 school year was tH^ first year that the new High 
School Prof iciency. Test was administered to ninth grade students 
erirolled in New Jersey public high schools. As mentioned 
^previously, 'the specifications for this test were developed by 
both educators and none*ducator s throughout the state, ' The 
cluster areas assessed on the HSPT test, included the following: 

READING (154 minutes) ^ 

1, Literal Comprehension 

2, Inferential Comprehension . • 

3, Critical Copmprehension 

■ • 4. Study Skills' ^ . . 

f • • . ■ ■ 

WRITING (140 minutes) - 

., ■ ' ■ . • ■ ' 

1, Sentenfce Structure - r 

2, Org^anization of Ideas , . 
.3, Editing ♦ 

■ 4, Essay writing 

' MATHEMATICS (149 lyinutes) 

, 1, Fractions 

2, Decimals , 

3. Percents 

* ^ 4, Number . Concepts' . > , 

*• 5, .Measurement/Geometry ^ 

6, Pre-Algebra 

• . 7, Problem Solving 



Methods and Procedures 



The Higlfi School Pro/iciency Tests Were administered to ALL " ninth 
grade* students on March 6,7 and 8, 1984. The test administratidn 
took place in the • Hightstown High School Shally House gymnasium.* 
Only .those classi-fied students wiio had ^specifi^ Instructions in 
their lEPs that>they could riot participate In' standardized 
•testing situations wei^e legally excused, from the testing. "Wake - 
up days were provided for those students not in attendance on the 
scheduled testing days. . . - ' . 

Individual, student results were received in May 1984 from 
National Computer 6ysJ:ems in Iowa. One copy o;E , these results was 
forwarded tQf th$ student's parents/guardians while two copies 
were .sent. to the High School for permanent record folders. * 

Listed in the table below are the numbers of students 
participating. in the HSPT test ;hdministration. • 

^ TABLE A 

^ * . - Population Tested . ' 



SUBTEST AREA 


• 

East Windsor 


DPG "I" 
Group 


^ NM M «ni M 11 n M, , ■ II M 

New* Jersey 


-————7"——— 

Reading - 

Writing 

Mathematics , 


427 

427 ' 

k 

427 

1 


•.8,869 
^,8'64 
, 8,855 ' 


86,416 
86,509 ^ 
86,515 


Spe'cial Educ. Students 
^Limited English . 


. 32 
3 


NA 
NA 


4>469 
1,313 



^*.East Windsor is now classified aS an "H" DFG group, however,, 
the S.tate used the 1970 "I" grouping for this year's data v 

/A sample copy* of the Individual Student Report sent home to 
^parents/guarddans is provided in Figure 1. Althou^gh no "passing" 
scocre has been set by therstate, the report does provide the 
percentage df items the student answered cor'rectly on- each 
subtest. . ' ^ 

' ■ - . ' « ' ' ' • • 

In October 1984, the difetricb was'provided HSPT item*analysis' 
results by'the state. These Vesults were sh'ared with the^ 
appropriate reading and math Cdntent' Specialists at bbth the 6-8 
and 9-12 levels as well as withi^ the Principals .of the respective 
buildingsf As' has. been the fractice in" the past, the 9-12 
Content Specialists were, asked to review and respond to, the 
cluster/item analysis results. Theii: comments will be fojrwared 
to jthe State Depslr tment, of Education as part of the di'stri,ct's 
review of. the r^uits, *• . ' . 
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ANALYSIS OP 'THE DATA 



» . ■ . ■ 

report will provide infofjnation c.on.cernln( 
rvt's' HSPT results in reading, writing an( 



This- emotion of the 

Eaat' Windsor students' hspt rei . 

mathematics as they compare to the Stiite of New Jersey,. Mercer 
Countyr the "I? DPG grbup, and the Suburban-rural community type 
group. T^ble B provides th© mean cluster scoijes by subtest '$rea 
for 1983-84 East Windsor ninth gr^ide students. 

; TABLE B . 

{ Mean Cluster Scores 



SUBTEST AREA 


• ■ • ■ 

CLUSTER TOPIC ' V EWR MEAN CLUSTER SCORE 


Reading 


Literal Comprehension . 84.5 
Inferential Comprehension 83.0 
Critical Comprehension » 86.8 i 
Study Skills 83.5 


• 

Writing 


Sentence Structure 81.7 
. Organization- of Ideas 88.1 
Editing '76.4 

Essay Writing (Possible 12)' ^8,4 


^ Mathematics 


Fractions t " 82.4" 
Decimals , # . 79.7 . 
Percents * 66.2 
Number Concepts , . , - 65.0 
Megsurement/Geometry 58.5. 
Pre-Algebra ' 74.7, 
Problem Solving 68.7 



students 
critical 



It would appear from the , datalkhat the ninth, grade 

attained the . highest .cluster-^eah in reading on 

comprehens'ion (86.6%). In writing, the students were . strongest 
in organization of ideas (88.1%) 'while in math,, the best student 
performance was observed in fractions (82.4%). On'.th^ essay 
section, out of a possible 12 points, East Windsor students 
scored a m^an of 8.4. » ' 



Prefeented in Table C are East Windsor HSPT results-'as compared to 
the various reference groups - New Jersey,' Mercer County,, the ''ti" 
DPG group and the suburban-rural group. Qn ALL cluster areap, 
with the /except iotr'^of the DPG gitouping. East Windsor student 

^he'^thet reference jgroups. 



pe^rforma<nce was betteis^ than |he'^i 



' . ' ■ Table C " 
east Windsor Regional/Reference Group Comparisons 





EWR 


I UFG 


Sub'^RuraX 


Mercer > 


NJ 


READING • 






> 






I^lteral Comprehension 


85 


86 


82 


78 


79- 


interentlal Contp« 


83 




80 


75 


76 




o7 


88 


83 


76 


78 


Study Skills 


84. 


85 


, 8.1 


76 


77 


WRITING 












Sentence Structure 


82 




80 


76 ' 


77 


Organization of Idea6 


88 l 


89 


86 


82 


83 


n JH Til ^ 

Editing 


76 


80 


75 


69 


71 


liissay^ ' 




8,6 


8.1 , 


. *7.7 


7.6 








t* ■ 












■ MATHRMATT-rc! • , 




• 








r j^cuions 






79- 


• 74 


• 76 


Decimals 


80 


• 84 ' 


81 


^8 


79 


Pe'rcents » 


66 


68 


63 


■59- 


60. 


Number Concepts 


65 - 


66 


„ • 60 


57 • 


57' 


'^Measurqjpnent/Geomet.ry 


59 


63 ■ 


54 


5Q 


, 5P 


Pre-Algebra 


75 


78 ^ 


70 


64 


65 


Problem Solving 


69 


70 


65 


60 a 


61 



The ne^xt table, , Table provides the distribution of East 
Windsor students' scores within specific score ranges- on the 
three subtes(ts adm.in.istered. The greatest percent'age of 
students in ehe h i'gh est range Qf 81,-100 was found' to be in 
reading (70%) fallowe(3 by writing (66%). The lowest percentage 
of students attaining spores in this high range was in m-ath 
(33.3%) . - 



Table D' 
Distribution of Siilptest Scores 
N - 427 



^Score Range 


Reading 
« Students % 


Writing . 
# Students % 


Mathematics 
4 Students % 


0 - 20 
21 - .40 
41 - 60 
61 - 80 . 
81 ~ ]/00 


0 0 
11 " 2.6 
\ 19 4.5 * 
98 r ' J23.0 
299 70.0 


5> i.i 

2Q 4.7 
120 28.1 
28l 6,6.0 


3 .7 
20 " 4.7 
97 22.7 ' 

165 ' 38.6 
142 33.3 



Table E pr.ovideB the distribution* of students attaining each of 
the possible 12 scopes on the writing sepifcioh essay. Over 86% of 
the Bast Windsor stu<Jen*t?i8 scored a 7 or better. 



, . .Table/-E 
Distribution of BWR Scores on th^ Essay .Section 



Sdore 


^ Number of Students 


% of Students 


0 


0 


.0 : 


• 1 


■ . -r 0 ♦ 


0 ; 




. 0 


0 


i. ■ z ^ ' ♦ 


.2 






■ ' ■ • 4 ' 


.9 


5 • ■ • 


12 w 


2.8-.( ; :• 


6 


38 ^ 


8.9 ,r , 


1 ' 


67 


15.7 • . ' 




100 


23.4 


9 


81 ^ ' 


19.0 ' . 


10 


73 * 


17. r 


11 


35 " 


' 8.2 


12 


'15 ■ • , • 


V 3.5 



* t' • - 

/The essay topic for this y^ar was as follows^: ^ v 

<4 • ■ ■ ' " _ ■ 

«' • . - 

Think of something important that happened in *' 
your life. It may^ have been' happy or 'sad, 
painful or enjoyable. Write an espay in which 
you tell what happened and .why it was,^ 
important to you. 



As was dope last year, the writing essay section was scored by a 
"Holistic" scoring process developed by ETS. Each student's 
essay was read by two readefs independent;.y. The scoring was 
based on a six point 6cal0 '(6-0) Reader^ - were asked to rat6 
each essay for their overall impression of the student's work. 
A total of 220 readers. were selected from the State's Language 
Arts teachers with, ^.OfOOO papers to jead.' Two chief readers and 
six assistant readers selected "range finder" papers for the 220 
readers to use as guides. ' . - ; " : 

Comparisons between the 1983-84 essay results and those of 1982- 
83 are presented ip. Tabl^e P. A total of ' 358 ninth grade 
students were l^ested ih 1982-83 while 427 students w'ere tested in 
1983-84. The data shows that more students in 1983-84 attained 
higher total ^essay ^ores than students in the 1982-»-83 group. The 
mean esQ^y score for ,studenj:s in 1982-83 was 7.6. This figure 
increased to 8.4 for the 1983-84 ninth .grade students. 



bistrlbutlon of Essa^ Scoces 
^ 1982-83 and X983-'84. 



V 



. Score 


% Of Sbudfent3 1983-84 


% of Students 1982-83 


1) 

V 
4 

6 

7 
8 
9 

. 10 • 
11 
12 


• * ■ ; 0, . ' ■ . 
• > 0 
0 

■ • :■ i ■ : 

2.8 

8^9 ^ 
. 15.7 ' ^ 
» 23\,4 » 
> 19.0* 
' 17.1 
8.2 ^ 
3.5' 


. i 0 V/ 
0 
1 

. f ■ 

16 ' ' 

•^0 • / , 
■, ' 24 

15 ' ' V 
* 11 • 

2 ■ • . - 
■ 1 • 



The data displayed in Table G shovfs a comparison, ot the 
percentage of Eaat Windsor ninth grade students' distribution pf 
8ubte.st 'scores Is compared to the s't^te^widp data. On ALL 
'sobtest resv?lts, East Windsor had a " higher percentage of 
* ,v^ students attaining scores in. the 81-100 range as compared to the 
%total state figures. ' ' * 

' ' Table G * . ' 

Stat^/fiast Windsor Distribution Comparisons 





Score Range 


READING 


WRITING 


.MATH 




• 


EWR 


NJ 


EWR 

« 




EWR NJ 




• 0.-20 


0 


1 


0 


: .4 


.7 .6 




21 - 40 


2.6 


4.3 


1.2 


5,5 


4.7 14.4 


1 


41-60 


4.5. 


'11*9 


• 4.7 


23.3 


• 22..7 . 31.5 


; 


61' - 80 


23.0 


32.2 


28 • 1 ^ 


49.5 


38*6 31.1 




♦81-100 


70.0 


51.5 


66.0 


21.2 


33«3 22«S 
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On Table H, a comparison of the distribution of East WindT3or/i*|j)^ 
the State-essay scores Is^ provided. A total, of 29% of lasfeij?^ 
Windsor ninth ^rade student^ had a score of 10 or better as 
compared to 20^ for the state-wide total. 



' ♦ ' Table H 

Complirlson of East Windsor/State Essay^ Scores 



Score 



M i W ii W ii wri Wii W iW t mm wi ma 

1 

2 
3 
4 

. 5 J 

•6 
7 

a 

» 9 
10 P 

-11. 

12 ■ 



% of. EWR Students 



0 
0 
0 

:5 

.9 

. 2.8 
8.9 
15.7 • 
v23.4 
19.0 
17.1 
8.2 
3.5 



% of New Jersey 'Students 



^ 



.9 

0 

.9 

lr.9 
4.4 
^7.3 
12.6 
16,2 
19.9 
15.6 
11.6 
- 6.1 
2.6 



Sin<^e this is the first year that the district is receiving 
feedback on the new HSPT instrument, it is felt that more 
specific information Is needed to determine where students at the 
6-^3 level .may need more stress in specific skill ar«as. Table 
I provides a matrix of the ninth grade students' .HSPT results by 
their former 6-8 school. In addiction, ' a column also is 
provided which' displays the test results for students who did not 
receive their 6-8 preparation in East Windsor schools. As can; 
be noted on the table, very litte -difference exists between 
studentp who received their preparation at the Kreps or "Rcigers 
Schools, Large'r differences, however, are found when the results 
of students who are new to East Windsor are reviewed. This is 
especially true when^ analyzing the jnath- clusjtet, areas. Here 
differences in scores are as much as 11 points. 



Kreps/Roger^ and ^ew Students- 



1 • 

SUBTEST 1 -y CLUSTER TOPIC 


^ EWR KREPS 
U27 >58-, 


ROGERS NEW 
124 45 


Reading Literal Oomprehenslon 

Inferential Comprehension 
Critical Comprehension 
.' Study Skills ■"'-'''{ 
MEAN - Reading , .1 


85 86 ■ 

83 • 85 . 
87 , 87 

84 85 
84 .85. 


84 Id 
82 76 
88 . ; 82 
84 75 
84 77 


• 

Writing Sentence Structure ^ ^ 

• ' j Editing 

/ MEAN - Writing (Mult.) 

Essay (Possible 12) ' - 
MEAN- Total Writing 


82 • 83 
oo o;^ 
\76 78 

H ' ®^ 

8.4 8«5 

84\ 85. 

... 


81 78 

Aft 00 

76 71 * 
83 it 

8.5 7.9 

^ 85 82 


........ ....... 

Math- . ^ Fractions 
Decimals 
Percents 
Number Concepts 
Measurement/Georoetr 
Pr.e-Algebra 
Probleim Solving 
MEAN - Math 


82 84 

80 , ^ 81 
66 •\'69 
65 \ 67 . 
59 ,60 
75 {76 

69 VI 

70 V 


82 ' 74 i 
79 75 
'64 54 ^ 
65 54 )* 
59 49 r 
76 65' 
68 57f 
70 60 



The next section of this report will focus on specific cluster 
areas of strengths <and wealgnesses. . These will be\ broken down" by 
school so that staff member^s at the 6 - 8 lev^l wi:|.l be aware of 
student and program needs in their buildings, In^ddltion^ the 
High School staff will**be better aware o^i*ifthe needs, of new 
students coming into East Windsor at the ninth gradfe' level* 

In orde'r for a topic area to be. considered, a st'rengthr 
the overall performance" on the Items for the topic tftea had to 
exceed an average of 85%.of thfe students respondlngircJor rectly. 
On the other* hand, a weakness Is indicated if 70% otivless of the 
students respond cor^rectly to topic items. ^^^-r', 



* i 



K r e p B 



Ta^)le J * 
Student Strengths 
N - 427 



R 0 g,e. r s' » 



New Students, 



synonyms " 
relevant inrp# 
cause/effect 
meaning by context 
meaning by affixes 
dictionary " ' ' 
index . 

table^of contents 
fact/opinion 



^ •B A D, I N^G 

meaning by context 
meaning by affixes 
predict outcjome ^ 
fact/opinion ^ ^ 
dictionary, 
table of conten^ts 



synonyms , 

meaning/affixes 
table of contents 



W R I T I N G 



several ideas in 

sentence 
complete sentences . 
support main detail 
inappropriate details 



complete sentences -complete sentence 
inappropriate detail inappropriate 
. ^ , detail T . 



MATHEMATICS 



mult, proper fraction mult, proper fraction 
add decimals > ^ add decimals ' , 

evaluate §i.n expression 



add decimals 



11 V 



ERIC 



16- 



Table K 
Student Weaknesses 
« 427 



K r e |>v8 



Rogers 
'read I N ^ 
Hone 

* 



New Students 



None 



, identify events in* 
sequencjB 
'infer Inain idea 
Interpret figurative 

Xari^uage 
infer sequence, time 
infer comparisons 
use card catalog 
summarize data 



sentence construction 
error 



W R I T J N G 

sentence con7 sentence construction, 
struction error error 

■ i • ' ' 



— ■ . . 

A T H -E M A T I C S 

Cind # when % giv^fti add/^ub. fractions 
. divide decimals ^divide decimals 
perpents to fraction find # when have % 



i 



M 



divide decim^ils 
percents to fractions 
ept jlmate ' , 
size of fracftions 
measure 

idejitify angles 
180 degree angles 
shape formulas 
compute ^area of 

irregular figure 
simplify expression 
discounts 

mult, step percent 
time |)roblem 



> 



'estimate 
size of fractions 
measure 

identify av^Xea 
180 degree angles 
shape formulas 
compute 'area of 

irregular figure 
simplify, expression 
discounts 

mUlt. step peiicent 
time pr.oblem 



I 



percent to fraction 
estimate ' 
size of fractions 
measures . 
identify angles 
180 degree angle 
shape formulas 
^rea of irregular. 

figure 
simply expression 
graphs 

route between two * 

points 
discounts 
sales tax 

mult , step percent 
prq^iyirtions 
money prete-irems 
time problems 



Presented on Table ]L are the results of student responses 
pertair/ing to general information questions/ 'The first question 
asked, students^ if «*they have always attended school in Bast 
* Windsor. A total of 60% (277) of the 462 students responded , 
"yes" to this it;em» The next question asked the^nintlf grade ^ 
students how many times since the first "^rade have they -changed * 
schools because they 'had moved» Pifty-eight percent of the. 
students indicated they had'hot moved while another 33% (153\ 
stated they changed schools from 1 to 3 times- since entering* 
first grade. The remaining 9% (42) moved 4 or Acre times since * 
first grade. • . ' ♦ - 

. ' ' ' , - ' 

Ouestioji three focused on the,number of days that the students 
said they were absent 'during the s'chool year between September 
and' March. A total of 70% (323) indicated thaj: they were 'absent 
at le'ast- i to 10 days while another 14% (65) said they were out 
of school- 11 to 20 ^ays. TDnTy 12%„(55) of the 462 niTnth vgrade 
.'students stated that they were "never" absent. t 

Ai^ far as present school programs are concerned, 4.5% (208) of 
the fi^ifudents felt that they were enrolled in co^-lege preparatory 
courses. Another 43% said th.ey were in a "general" program while, 
the remaining 12% ,were involved in business or vocational 
programs. 

The next s^t of questions asked the students about Sieir reading, 
writing and math interests and abilities. The students wer,e '* 
about evenly divided when, asked if they have difficulty reading 
things they want to read. A total of 50% of the students 
responded "never" while 45% said "sometimes." 

' r ■ • ■ • , ^. ■ 

When asked questions about their writing hablTts, 35% ''of, thQ__^ 
students said they "usually" jot down ideas and note^ before^ 
writing something. Another 49% said they -jot down r^otes . 
"sometimes."/ Out of the remaining students, 10% "fiever" write 
anything down before-, hand while 4% of the students say they 
"never" write any papers. Taking Writing habits a step further, 
the students were questioned if they edit their vor|c before 
turning it in to a teacher. Again, '%he students were ab<tfttjt evenly 
divided. A total of" 43% said "usually" >while 47% indicated this 
waa only true "sometimes." » ^ 

In school, after papers hawye been returned to the stude*nt, 10% 
say they work on the papers again to try to improve* t^i^. 
.Another 46% 8ai(| they dj» that "sometimes" while 40% (185) "stated 
they "never" try to improve completed papers. The last writing 
item in this section . asked the students if they ever write 
stories for their own enjoy'ment. The majority of the students 
(60%) responded, "maybe once a year." Another 24%*^6l t ' this was 
true maybe v"once. every few months", while only 12% said they 
write, stories for their 9wn enjoyment "about once or twice a 
month t" * . r , 
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18 



The' nisxt two questions asked stthdents about their use of 
calculators/and computers. Fifty-five percent. of the ninth grade 
student's st'ated that they use calculators in their math clases 
"sometimes.** Another 10% of the stu(^nts responded to thid item 
by^ stating "most or all of- the time? while 33% of the stude;»ts 
said "never.." The results were not as high wheh questioned about 
the use of computers in classes. • dnly 13% of the ninth grade 
students s*tated that they used corfiputer-s in their classes while 
87% of the students said| "never" when. answer ing^ this question, ' 

'As farkaS math class enrollment is concferrxed, 81% of the. ninth 
gpade Itudents ^were enrolled in either an algebra or geometry 
course, at the time of the HSPT administration. The remaining 
students were enrolled in eithei; a general math or business math 
course. It can be assumed, based on the above data, tha,t all 
ninth grade students were .enrolled in some type of math course at 
the time of th^ testing. ' ' - <^ • • - . 

■ . n 

The last series of questions on this general information survey 
iTsked the students hov^ they would r^ate their performance on the 
three subtest areas of. the HSPT. For the reading «nd Writihg 
sections, .63% of the students said they felt that their 
perfoi^mance was "satisfactory.'' A total of 29% (writing) and 27%- 
(reading) felt their performance was "ve^py good." The remaining 
Students stated they felt their performance was . "un^tisfactory 
Or poor." In math, the figures changed sligjhtly. Thirty percent 
of the stud'ent.s jfei^t they did "very will" While 56% said 
"satisfactory," A total of 13% of the students felte that their 
perforr^auce was "unsatisfactory or poor." 

' Table L ' ^ 

Responses to General Information Questions 
y . . ^ N « 462 . ' 



Question 


Response 


1. Always .attended school in East Windsor 

2, Changed schools & moved 'since 1st grade . 

■ none • 

- 1 to 3 tim^s 
* 4 or mor^ , 


. 60% '(277) 

> mm ^ ^ mm mm *m> Mii^mm mm »^-m»»* 

5§% (26«) 
33% (153) 
9% ( 41) 


3. Absent from school this year never 

^ 1 to It) days • 

11 to 20 days 
20 days plus 


12% 4 5-5) ' 
70% (323) 
. 14% .( 65) 
4% ( 19) 


;:4i^;i,:Present High School program acadeiriic 
' • general 
sv^'^'y\ business/vocational . 

3S^,^]iHaving difficulty reading sometimes 
. never 


45% (208) 
43% (199) 
12% ( 5S) 

• 45% (208^ 
50% (231) 
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fable L (continued) 
I^eeponses to General Xnj^ormatlon Questions 
' / ♦ N «- 462 



Question *" . 


Response . 


6. Make notes before write paper usually 
' / ' sometimes 

never , 
do not write papers 


i ' ' ' 

35% (162) . 

49% (226) 
/ 10% (46) 
^ 4% ( X9) 


7; Edit work befoire turning in usually ."^ 
^ . sometimes . ^ 
■' ' - * never 


43% (199) . 
47% (217) 
6% ( 28) 


8.. Improve 'qompleted papers' usually 

/ • sometimes 
^ " never 


10% (46) . • 

46% <213) 

40% (185) (J 


9. Write stofies for enjoyment yearly 

' once every few months '■ 
. once or twice a month 


60% (277) ^ 
24% (I'll) 
12% (55) 

•* 


10, Computers used in classes ne^r 

sometim^ 


87% (402) 
13% ( 60) 


11.. Use calculator in, math never 
^ i> sometimes 
most/all of the**time 


33% (153) ^ 
5^% (254) , 
* 11% ( 55) 


12, Math , course taking . general math 
- algebra/geometry 

business math [ 


, 16% ( 74) 
'81% (374) 
3% ( 14) 


Perceived Performance on HSPT 
SUBTEST very good satisfactory unsatisfactory/poor 

Beading 27% 63% 9* 
Writing ' 29% . 63% • '8% 
Math 30% 56% 13% 

1 



The last table in this report, Table M, provides a comparison of 
the 1983-84 HSPT results for'the eight 9-12 districts in Mercer 
County. As. can be noted on the table, the State Department has 
mad^^some changes in the DFG rankings of the districts based on 
the new 19£(0 census. East Windsor is now ranked an "H" on this 
socioeconomic variable* - 



i .Table M 
High-Scnool Proficiency Test 
Mercer .County District Goirtparisons 
Mofh Scores 



DISTRICT 


1970 


'l980 


Rea<finq 


Writinq 


Essay 


Math 




DPG' 


DPG 


R 


N 


% 


R 


N 


% 


R 


' M 


XS 








B. Windsor 


I 


H 


4 


427 


84 


4 


427 


r83 


5 


427 


8 •4 


5 


427 


70 


Ewing 




G 


6 


.29^ 


79 


6 


290 


79 


6 




7.8 


6 


290 


65 


Hamilton 


D 


. P 

■ I 


7 


94S 


78 


7 


■946 


7a 


6 


946 


7.B 


7 


, 945 




p)pewell 


I ' J 


1 


196 


89 


'2 


196 

c 


88 




196 


9.3 


3 


• 196 


77 


Lawrence 


H 


I '. 


4 


197 


84 


4 


197 


' 83 


4 


197 


8.7 


4 


197 


72 


Princeton 


J 


s 


1 


218 


89 


.1 


218 


89, 


1 


217 


10.0 


2 


218 


79 


Trenton . 


A 


A 


8 


85|. 


58 


8 


866' 


62 


8 


873 


5.4' 


8 


856, 


43 


w, Windsor 


J 


J 


3 


235 


V 


3 


235 


»7 


2 


235 


9.5 


1 


235 


80 



* Key: R rank in county " , 

N "number of regular students tested 
% »« mean percent of items correct ^ 
« mean essay score out of possible li points 

In reviewing the abo.ve ea»ble, the reader should be cautioned in 
making absolute judgments when comparing the various districts' 
results. Both the types of communities as well 'as numbers of, 
students tested vary greatly. Such districts as Princeton, 
Hopewell, and West Windsor 'do not at this time possess the 
variety of family backgrounds that are currently included in- the 
East Windsor Regional School District, j . : 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 



\ 



In summary, it would appear from the first year's results of the 
•High School Proficiency T^st (HSPT)> that East Windsor students 
faired well on their first attempt at the new test. 'o£ course, 
there are skill areas that will need greater emphasis and stress 
at both the mi'd.^aie school and high school levels if further 
improvei^nts are to be made, - 

Students appeared tp be well-prepared ip such area's as critical 
comprehension, JLiteral comprehension and the ability to organize 
their ideas. Editing the written work of otlfers, however, was 
found to be a skill area that w;Lll need more work. 



. • ■■■■■■■■■■ ' ■■ ■ . . '•I ■"■■■■J . ; • , ■ • • 

On th« esBay Section, the 427 ninth gradi students attained an 
aveuage score of 8,4, an improvement over the 7.6 average of last 
year. With the district's K - 12 emphasis on writing this yfearV 
even more ^improvement should be realized next year . , \^ ^ 

In math, studef^t performance on*^ f ractions and decimals was 
satisfactory. However, much more stress state-wide will need to 
be made in geometry, ' measurement, percents, number concepts and 
problem solving. In time, with -more stress and practice, these 
skill areas als^ should show^ improvement . . ' 

V ' •.' •■ ^ . ' ■ ' . ■ ■ "' 

As mentioned in this report, 45 (11%) of the 427 regular ninth 
grade students tested were NEW to the East Vindsor • Regional 
School, District last September. Their test r^e'sults in many skill 
areas were .as much as 11 points lower than those students who 

vreceived their elementary and middle school ^training in our 
district's schools. It is understandably 'difflciirB>>£<ir the high, 
school staff to bring these students "up to district standards in 
the ^hort six month period of September to iTarch. It would 
appear thAt for future years, however, the high school staff 
s^iduld attempt to assess .as soon as possible the potential 
weaknesses* of "newto the district", ninth grade studieJits since 

-these students also will be required .to pass the HSiPT in order to 
graduate from Hightstown High School.* 

We began the State's basic skills assessment program during the 
1972-73 school year. Over these last twelve years much* 
improvement has taken pl^ce in New iJer&ey's and in East Windsor's 
students' performance on 'the various instruments administered. 
As with the great strides East Windsor ' students made on the 
Minimum Basic Skills Test (MBS), it is certain thk,t the 
district's students will meet the challenges of the new High 
School E*rof ici^ncy Test. ' 



